An interesting and stimulating con ference was held from January 28th to 30th, 1967, at the University of Califor nia San Francisco Medical Center. The meeting was several years in preparation, and financed by the National Institute of Mental Health. It was an interdisciplin ary gathering of botanists, anthropolo gists, chemists, pharmacologists, medical specialists and others who are concerned with the search for psychoactive plant substances and chemicals derived there from. The topics programmed at the conference related particularly to psychodysleptic rather than psycholeptic and psychoanaleptic substances. The cur rently popular 'mind-expanding' drugs, LSD and mescaline, were not discussed, and nor were the primarily narcotic and usual addicting drugs. The substances dis cussed were Piper methysticum (kava), Myristica iragrans (nutmeg), South American snuffs (epena, etc.), tryptamine derived chemicals (DMT, etc.), Banisteriopsis (ayahuasca, etc.) and Amanita muscaria (fly agaric).
The meeting was a most informative one, and it is hoped that more similar conferences will be arranged in the future. However, it did have its short comings, in spite of its general excellence. Perhaps this observer may be permitted to note some of these as he observed them, anticipating that future meetings could be even more useful. Insufficient time was devoted to a clarification of the difficult problem of interdisciplinary communication. The differentiation be tween taking drugs as addictive agents, for personal 'kicks', in ritual, in tradi tional folk medicine and in orthodox scientific medicine was not clear at times. The definition of addiction in its three facets (psychic dependence or habituation, physical dependence leading to withdrawal symptomatology or ab stinence syndrome, and tolerance) was not even mentioned. Toxic confusional psychosis, hallucinated ('psychotogenic') state without toxicity, and release symp tomatology (of functional psychosis, neurosis and psychopathic behaviour) were not differentiated by any of the speakers. No one speaker convincingly demonstrated that the induction of a hallucinated or psychotogenic state was really useful in therapeutics. The psy chology and psychopathology of the administrator of a drug, the subject, and the observer(s) were not touched upon. There was far too little time allowed for participation by the audience, which included some well informed and com petent specialists from various profes sions. The summing up at the termina tion of the conference was unsatisfactory, and future planning of research objec tives was not clearly stated. Nevertheless, the meeting was a very productive one, and one may look forward to reading the papers, which are to be published within the year by the Government Printing Office in Washington.
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